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In the humble opinion of my Association, the Draft Ordinance in
question is calculated to provoke the bitterest irritation among the Indian
community and to wound its susceptibilities to an extent which it is diffi-
cult to measure.
The Draft, it is respectfully submitted, is a complete reversal of solemn
promises repeatedly made by British administrators, and is in contravention
of the despatches of Mr. Lyttelton and Lord Milner.
The Draft gives to the British Indians in the Transvaal absolutely
nothing, and takes away from them much, and that too in a manner
which, to use Mr. Chamberlain's words, "puts an unnecessary affront"
upon British Indian settlers in the Transvaal.
My Association respectfully urges that, if the object of the Draft Ordi-
nance is to remove from the Colony any British Indians who may not
be residing in it by lawful authority, an inspection of the documents at
present possessed by them would absolutely meet the case without hurting
the feelings of British Indians and without causing to the Colony a heavy
expense which the machinery proposed by the Draft Ordinance must
necessarily do.
My Association has no hesitation in saying that the Draft under dis-
cussion shews unmistakably the power possessed by a strong party over
helpless men who have done nothing to offend the former and it shews
a desire to wield that power with the greatest rigour and in total disregard
of the feelings of the helpless victims. This would appear to be strong
language, but, examining it from the British Indian standpoint, the language
used represents the honest convictions of those British Indians who have
studied the Ordinance.
My Association draws the earnest attention of the Government to
the following among other most objectionable features of the Draft Ordi-
nance:
(a)  Section 2 sets the seal of approval on the part of the British Govern-
ment on the insulting and false definition of the term "Asiatic" given
by Law 3 of 1885, which ignorantly includes "the   so-called   Coolies,
Arabs,  Malays,  and  Mahomedan subjects  of the Turkish Dominion".
Such a definition is degrading to the Asiatics, in that it takes note only
of coolies and perpetuates the use of the term as applied to all the inhabi-
tants of Asia.   The definition is false because there are hardly any Arabs
and Mahomedan subjects of the Turkish Dominion, and does grave in-
justice to the Malays who have never yet  been  molested under Law 3
of 1885 and who have not suffered the misfortune in common with British
Indians of being classed as competitors in trade with the Europeans.
(b)  While the Draft subjects to innumerable pinpricks every Asiatic
resident in the Colony, it leaves the position of the pre-war residents of
the Transvaal who have not yet returned to the Colony as indefinite., as
vague and as painful as heretofore.
(c)  It takes no note whatsoever of the elaborate registration carried
on by Captain Hamilton Fowle.    It may be here mentioned that  thd
5-26